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38 L INTRODUCTION 

39 The complaint alleges that during the 2010 campaign for Nevada's U.S. Senate seat, 

46 Harry Reid Votes and Allison Van Over, in her official capacity as treasuier C'HRVO, made, and 

41 Friends of Sharron Angle and Alan B. Mills, m his official capacity as treasurer Ctiie Angle 

42 Committee"), and Sharron E. Angle, accepted through theur purported agent, Daniel J. **Danny" 
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1 Tarkanian, excessive in-kind contributions in die fbrm of coordinated conmiunications that 

2 expressly advocated against Ms. Angle's general election opponent. Senator Harry Reid.' See 

3 2 U.S.C.§441a(aX7)(BXi). Mr. Tarkanian had previously lost die 2010 Republican Senate 

4 primary in Nevada to Ms. Angle. After his loss, Mr. Tarkanian created and operated HRV. The 

5 complamt further alleges dut die titie "Hany Reid Votes" viokdes 2 U.S.C. § 432(e)(4) of die 

0 6 FederalElectionCampaignActof 1971, as amended, C'the Act'*), viiich prohibits unauthorized 
ŝ 

Q 7 committees fix>m using the name of a federal candidate in its tide, and that public 
O 

tfl 8 commuiucations HRV financed did not include the appropriate disclaiiners. 5ee2U.S.C. 

5 9 §441d. 
rH 

HI 10 Forthereasonsmorefully discussed below, we recoxnmend that the Conmussion fmd no 

11 reason to believe that Friends of Sharron Angle and Alan B. Mills, in his official capacity as 

12 treasurer, and Shanon E. Angle violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f) and no reason to believe that Harry 

13 Reid Votes and Allison Van Over, in her official Gapaaty as treasurer, and Daniel J. Tarkanian 

14 violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(a) in connection with the alleged coordinated communications because 

15 the complaint does not provide sufficient fiu^ to support the allegation, and the respondents 

16 specifically deny it. We also recommend that the Commission find reason to believe that Harry 

17 Reid Votes, and Allison Van Over, in her official cŝ acity as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. 

18 § 432(e)(4), because it registered as a non-connected political committee impermissibly using the 

19 name of a candidate in its titie, and violated 2 U.S.C. § 44 Id, in connection with its feilure to 

20 mclude''paid for*'and authorization statements in its radio conmiimicâ  We further 

21 reconunend that the Commission authorize conciliation prior to a finding of probable cause to 
' Harry Reid Votes. Harrv Reid Votes. Inc.. and www.harrvreidvotes.com are Ifae same entitv. "HRV'refers 
to all duee designations, unless otherwise specified. 
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1 believe with Harry Rdd Votes and approve the attached proposed conciliation agreement 

2 I Finally, we reconunend that the Commission 

Jĝ ~̂  3 close the file as to Sharron E. Angle and Friends of Sharron Aj^e and Akm B. Mills, in his 

4 official cqncity as treasurer. 

5 n. FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS 
rH ^ 

IS. 7 A. Factual Backearonnd 
tD 
0 8 Accordmg to the Nevada Secretary of State's website, HRV filed a Non Profit Articles of 
O 

^ 9 Incorporation on August 18,2010, describing as its purpose *to proivide public information on 

O 10 federal political races." See Attachment 1. On August 20,2010, HRV filed a Notice of Section 

11 527 Status with the Internal Revenue Service C'IRS"), describing its purpose fhe same way, and 

12 it has filed disclosure reports with the IRS imder Section 527. See Attachment 2; see also 

13- 26 U.S.C. § 527. On August 24,2010, HRV filed a Statement of Organization widi die 

14 Commission, registering as a non-connected political committee with the purpose of opposing 

15 Senator Hany Reid. &ehttD://Querv.nictusa.com/cgi-bm/fecimg/? 10030413054+0. After die 

16 Complaints Examination & Legal Administration CCELA") notified HRV that the instant 

17 complaint had been filed against it, HRV submitted a letter to the Coinmission statmg that it had 

18 filed the Staiement of Organization in error, and that it is not a political action committee or 

19 mdependent expenditure committee, ŝa HRV Letterto the (Commission dated October 1,2010. 

20 Due to the ongoing enfiircemem matter and consistent with usual practice, the October 1,2010, 

21 letter was treated as a termination request and denied pending the resolution ofthe MUR. 

22 See CELA Letter to HRV dated October 20,2010. Counsel fi>r HRV dien submitted a letter 

23 stating that HRV's previous letter was not a request to terminate, but rather was meant to inform 
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1 the Conunission that its Statement of Organization was 'Void" and that it would not therefore be 

2 filmg disclosure reports widi the Commission. 5!?e HRV Letter dated October 29,2010. 

HRV has filed 24-Hour and 48-Hour Independent ExpenditUE|Rfiports, and a2010 

4 October (Quarterly Report with the Commission disclosmg receipts of contributions and 

5 independent expenditures covering the period of August 1,2010, through October 19,2010, as a 

6 person or group other than a political committee. See 2 U.S.C. § 434(c). HRV has not filed any 
10 
0 7 disclosure reports of receipts and disbursements with the Commission as a political committee; 
O 
Nl 

^ 8 the Rqiorts Analysis Division C*RAD") has sent notices concerning HRV's non-filed rq)orts. 

Q 9 See httD://Querv.nictusa.com/cgi-bin/fecimfl/? 10030484425+0: see also 

10 httD://Querv.nictusa.coin/cgi-bin/fecimg/? 11030574539+0. 

11 The complamt alleges that Daimy Tarkanian was "apparentiy an agent of the Angle 

12 campaign, and yet has also registered and is operating a political committee, HRV, in order to 

13 attack Angle's opponent [in Nevada's 2010 U.S. Senate race], Senator Hany Reid." Complamt 

14 at 1 -2. Tberefore, the complaint alleges, HRV's expenditures for conununications, mcluding a 

15 radio advertisement and **planned" television advertisements attacking Senator Reid, constitute 

16 coordinated commuxucations, and thus excessive contributions made to Ms. Angle and the Angle 

17 Committee. Id at 2-5. The complaint fiirther alleges that the disclaimer on liRV's radio 

18 advertisement was deficient, and that HRV impermissibly uses the name of a federal candidate in 

19 its titie. iitf. at 5-6. 

20 HRV and Mr. Tarkanian submitted a joint response C'HRV Response") denying diat Mr. 

21 Tarkanian was an "agent," as defined by the Comnussion's regulations, of the Angle Conunittee 

22 because he did not possess actual authority to represent the Angle campaign within the meaning 

23 of 11 C.F.R. § 109.3(b). HRV Response at 3. The HRV Response also states diat HRV's radio 
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1 advertisement contained an adequate disclaimer, id at 4, and the presence of Hany Reid's name 

2 m its tide does not violate the prohibition against any unauthorized political committee usmg the 

3 nittĵ ofany candidate in its name because it is not a federd poUti^ Finally, the 

4 joint response of the Angle Committee and Sharron E. Angle C'Angle Response") denies that 

5 any ofHRV's public communications were coordinated. Angle Response, at 1. 

6 B. Legal Analysis Wl 

0 
O 7 1. Coordination Allegations 
O 
tfl 
Xf 

xr 
0 9 request or suggestion ô  a carididate, his or her authorized poUtical committees, or theu: agents. 

8 Expenditures made by any person in cooperation, consultation, or concert, with, or at the 

10 shall be considered to be a contribution to such candidate. 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(7)(BXi). The 

11 Commission's regulations provide that any expenditure for a communication is considered an m-

12 kind contribution to a campaign if it is (1) paid for by an entity other than the campaign, 

13 (2) meets certain content standards, including electioneering communications, public 

14 communications that contain express advocacy, or public communications that clearly identify a 

15 candidate for the Senate within 90.days of an election; and (3) meets certain conduct standards.̂  

16 See 11 C.F.R. §§ 109.20 and 109.21. For the purpose of coordinated communications, an 

17 "agent" is defined as any person who has actual authority, either express or implied, to engage in 

18 certain enumerated activities on behalf of a fiederal candidate, including, inter alia, to request or 

19 suggest that a communication be created, produced, or disbibuted; to make or authorize a 

20 conununication that meets one or more of the content standards set forth in 11 CF.R. 

' The Commission recentiy revised its coordinBdon communications content prong (11 C.F.R § 10921(cX3) 
and (c) (5)) in response to the Cucuit Court's decision m Shays v. FEC, 528 F.3d 914 (D.C. Cv. 2008). The new 
regidations were effective December 1,2010. See E}q>lanation and Justification, Coordinated Conmmlcations, 75 
Fed. Reg. SS947 and 55952 (September 15,2010). Because the activity in this matter occurred prior to December 1, 
2010, we are applymg the prior regulation, but our coordination analysis mcludes only 11 C.F.R. § 109.21(cX4)(i), 
not the revised subsections. 
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1 § 109.21(c); to request or suggest that any other person create, produce, or distribute any 

2 communication; or to be materially involved in decisions regardmg the communication's 

3 content, î p̂oded audience, means or mode, specific media outiet, timing or fiequengbJir size or 

4 prominence of printed communication, or duration of a communication by means of broadcast, 

5 cable or satellite. 11 C.F.R. § 109.3(bXl)-(6). 

^ 6 HRV filed FEC Form 5, Reports of Independent E3q)enditures Made and Contributions 

^ 7 Received, disclosing contributions from individuals and corporations in the amount of $46,550 
O 
tfl 8 and independent expenditures of $39,826.24, all of which were described as op|x>smg candidate 
XJ 
^ 9 Harry Reid. Indudedmthoseexpenditures were payments of $2,135 to Red Clay 
rH 

^ 10 Commimications, Inc. for a radio advertisement on September 1,2010. It does not appear that 

11 HRV ran any of the television advertisements it allegedly planned to run at the time of the 

12 complaint. 

13 The radio advertisement meets the payment and content prongs of the coordination 

14 regulations because it was paid for by HRV, an entity other than the campaign, and consisted of 

15 a public communication referring to a clearly identified Senate candidate publicly disseminated 

16 in the candidate's jurisdiction 90 days or fewer before the general election. See 11 C.F.R. 

17 §§109.21 (c)(4)(i), and 100.26. However, based on the complaint and the responses and as 

18 explained below, HRV's expenditure for the radio advertisement does not appear to meet the 

19 conduct prong. In addition, the costs associated with the radio advertisement, $2,135, do not 

20 exceed the Act's $5,000 contribution limit to political committees, and HRV did not make any 

21 other contributions to the Angle committee that would make this alleged in-kind contribution 
22 excessive. 2 U.S.C. §§ 441a(aXlXC) and 44la(f). 
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1 Even if the cost of the alleged communications exceeded $5,000, there is insufficiem 

2 mformation that they were coordinated with the Angle campaign. The comphunt's allegation that 

3 the radio advertis^ent was coordmated because Mr. Tarkaiuan was apparentiy an agent of^^^ 

4 Angle Conunittee rests in part on Tarkanian's appearance at an event called "Gun Rights Night m 

5 Nevada," which was paid for and authorized by the Angle Committee, and at which both he and 

Ul 

^ 6 Ms. Angle spoke. &e Complaint at Attachment A. The advertisement for the event lists Mr. 
0 
O 7 Tarkanian as a guest speaker on the topic "Is Hany really for gun rights?" and lists key note 
O 

^ 8 speaker Angle as die "US Senate Candidate that will defeat Hairy Reid." Id. The allegation also 

Q 9 relies on Mr. Tarkanian's hosting of "Tark Week," which consisted of seven days of campaigning 
rH 
HI 10 for the Republican Party, including jommg volunteers in calling people to ask them to support 

11 Reid's opponent, Ms. Angle. Complaint at 2. According to the complaint, "[e]ven apart finom 

12 Tarkanian technically acting as an agent of Angle's campaign, HRV's communications are 

13 probably still 'coordinated communications'" because "Angle or her campaign have probably 

14 requested or suggested that HRV create its ads, been materially mvolved or had substantial 

15 discussions about the creation of theu: ads, or otherwise coordinated then: activities." Id. at 5. 

16 To support its position that there was no coordination, the HRV Response attaches a 

17 swom declaration from Mr. Tarkanian in which he avers that he does not hold, nor has he ever 

18 held a position within the Angle campaign. 5!eeDeclarationofDanielJ. Tarkaiuan, at ̂ 5. He 

19 further avers that he does not possess any authority from the Angle campaign to request or 

20 suggest that a communication be created, produced, or distributed; make or authorize any 

21 communication; or be materially involved in decisions or hold substantial discussions regarding 

22 commimications. Id.st̂ 6. He furtiier avers that he has not received any non-public 

23 infonnation about the plans, projects, activities, or needs of the Angile campaign; and, to his 
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1 knowledge, no agent of the Angjle campaign has requested, suggested, or assented to any 

2 communication sponsored by HRV, nor had any material mvolvement in the creation, 

3 production, or distributio |̂fi£^y conununication sponsored by HRV. Id. at t l 7-9. See 11 

4 C.F.R. § 109.3(b). 

5 HRV and Mr. Tarkanian contend diat campaigning for the Rqiublican Party, joining 

6 volunteers at a phone bank, and serving as a guest speaker at an event do not prove that Mr. 
IN 

Q 7 Tarkanian was an "ageut" ofthe Angle campaign. HRV Response at 2-3. They furtiier mamtain 
Q 

tfl 8 that the conduct standards of 11 C.F.R. § 109.21(d) have not otherwise been met, because the 

Q 9 expenditures for the radio advertisement were not made at the request or suggestion ofthe Angle 
10 campaign, nor was there any material involvement, or substantial discussion regarding the 

11 advertisements between Mr. Tarkanian and the Angle Committee. Id. and Declaration of Daniel 

12 J. Tarkanian, at ̂  5-9. See 11 Ĉ AR. § 109.3(b). The Angle Response also denies that there 

13 was any coordination mvolvmg the HRV conununications, and contends that Mr. Tarlumian's 

14 appearance as a guest speaker at a campaign event does not meet the conduct prong's evidentiary 

15 standard under 11 C.F.R. § 109.21(d). Angle Response at 1. 

16 Based on the complaint's reasons for atteging thaf Mr. Tarkaiuan was an "agent" for 

17 coordination purposes, and Mr. Tarkanian's swom declaration, it does not appear that he meets 

18 the definition of "agent" set forth at 11 CF.R. § 109.3(b). Mr. Tarkanian's volunteermg at a 

19 phone bank in support of Angle, speaking at an event also featuring the candidate, and 

20 registering a political coinmittee to oppose Senator Reid do not, by themselves or in conjunction, 

21 show that he had actual authority to create or distribute communications on behalf of the Angle 

22 campaign. Further, these activities do not provide a sufficient nexus to support the allegation 

23 that the Angle Committee "probably" made requests or suggestions, was materially involved in. 
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1 or had substantial discussions about HRV's communications, an allegation specifically denied by 

2 both Mr. Tarkanian and the Angle Conunittee. Complaint at 5; HRV Response at 2-3 and at 

3 Tarkanian Declaration at t1S-9̂ 4Qgle Response at I. Given that Mr. Tarkanian was a 2010 

4 Republican primary candidate, it is not surprising tiiat he would oppose Senator Reid in the 

5 general election. Accordingly, we recommend that the Conunission find no reason to believe 

6 that Friends of Sharron Angle and Alan B. Mills, m his official capacity as treasurer, and Sharron 
0 
O 7 E. Angle violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a(f), and that Harry Reid Votes, and Allison Van Over in her 
Q 
^ 8 official capacity as tteasurer, and Daniel J. Tarkanian violated 2 U.S.C. § 441 a(a). 
XI 
Q 9 2. Alleged Prohibited Use of Candidate's Name 
rH 

ri 10 The complauit alleges that HRV, a non-connected political committee, impermissibly 

11 included the name of a federal candidate. Senator Harry Reid, in its official titie. Complaint at 

12 5-6. The Act and the Comnussion's regulations prohibit the use ofa candidate's name in the 

13 officially registered name of an unauthorized committee. See 2 U.S.C. § 432(e)(4) and 11 C.F.R. 

14 § 102.14(a). There are regulatory exceptions that apply to 1) delegate committees; 2) draft 

15 committees; and 3) special projects arul other communications of unauthorized committees, if the 

16 titie clearly and unambiguously shows opposition to the named candidate. 11 C.F.R. 

17 102.14(bXlH3); Explanation and Justification, S^fedal Fundraising Projects and Other Use af 

18 Candidate Names by Unauthorized Committees, 59 Fed. Reg. 17267 (^nil 12,1994). 

19 In its response to the complaint, HRV maintains that the prohibition agamst using a 

20 federal candidate's name in the titie of an unauthorized committee does not apply to it, because it 

21 is not a political committee. HRV Response at 4. HRV's response further mamtains that even if 

22 it were a political coinmittee, its titie would be lawful, because the possibility of "confusion" and 

23 "abuse" is not present here, given that "[a]ll materials that feature HRV's name 'clearly and 
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1 tmambiguously show opposition' to candidates like Senator Harry Reid, and make plain that 

2 HRV combats policies those candidates would enact" Id. 

3 The Act's prohibition on the usê j|«andidate names applies to unauthorized '*political 

4 conunittees." 2 U.S.C. § 432(e)(4). HRV, an unaudiorized committee, registered with die 

5 Conunission with the name "Harry Reid Votes," and during the next five weeks, while so 

^ 6 registered, received contributions and nude expenditures, includiiig tiie radio advertisement 

Q 7 disclosed above. See HRV FEC Form 1 Statement of Organization, filed August 24,2010. HRV 
O 

1̂  8 did not seek to chaxige its Status until a complaint had been filed against it, and giving effect to an 

^ 9 attempt to termiimte or to void a political committee's registration in these circumstances woidd 
rH 

iH 10 create the possibility of abuse. Moreover, a registered political comnuttee may only terminate by 

11 following the procedures of 11 C.F.R. §§ 102.3 (termination of registration) or by operation of 

12 102.4 (administrative termination), neither of which has taken place. Even then, based on long-

13 time O>inniission practice, a registered political committee may not terminate if it is involved in 

14 an enforcement action (MUR), an audit, or litigation with the Conunission. In the case of a 

15 committee involved m an unresolved MUR, this prohibition maintains an extant entity with 

16 

17 

18 

19 HRV does not allege that it is a delegate committee or draft conunittee. Therefore, the 

20 regulatory exceptions at 11 C.F.R. § 102.14(b)(1) and (2) do not apply. The regulatory exception 

21 at 11 C.F.R. § 102.14(b)(3) provides tiiat an unauthorized committee may use a candidate's name 

22 in a special project if the titie clearly and tmambiguously shows opposition to the named 

23 candidate. Not only is the titie "Harry Reid Votes" not clearly and unambiguously m opposition 
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1 to Senator Reid, but HRV does not contend that it is a special project name. While HRV 

2 maintams that the content of its materials that feature Hany Reid's name show opposition to the 

3 named candidate, the exception q>plies to the tities ojp̂ iijBcial projects or other communications 

4 by imauthorized committees, without reference to the content. 11 CF.R. § 102.14(b)(3); 

5 Explanation and Justification, Special Fundraising Projects and Other Use of Candidate Names 

0> 6 by Unauthorized Committees, 59 Fed. Reg. 17267 (April 12,1994). Therefore, HRV violated 

Q 7 the Act and the Commission's seĝ ilations by registering as an uiiauthorized political committee 
P 

Nl 8 that used a candidate's name in its official titie.' See Advisoiy Opinion 1995-09 (NewtWatch) 

^ 9 (the Conunission advised an unamhorized conunittee opposed to then-Speaker of the 
HI 

PH 10 Representatives Newt Gingrich that "the term'NewtWatch" may not be used as part ofthe 

11 Committee's name). CHven the foregoing, we reconimend that the (>)mniission find reason to 

•12 believe Harry Reid Votes and Allison Van Over, m her official capacity as treasurer, violated 

13 2 U.S.C. § 432(eX4) and enter into pre-probable cause to believe conciliation with them. 

14 3. Alleged Disclaimer Violation 
15 The complaim alleges that HRV̂ s radio advertisement that aired on September 1,2010, 

16 did not include the appropriate disclaimer because it is a public communication and did not state 

17 that it was "Paid for by Harry Reid Voles," did not include its address, phone number, or web 

18 address, nor a statement whetiier it was authorized by any candidnte. Complamt at 6. AH public 

' In MUR 6213(PUMPREID), die Conunission exercised its prosecutorial discretion and dismissed the 
complaint widi a caution against an unauthoriased oammhlae fi>r, int» alia, using the name of a federal candidate in 
an aoronym in die committee's title, tint odierwise used hs fiill name (wdiich did not include a candidate's name). In 
diat MUR, die committee filed an amended Form 1 statmg that its name was "Decidedly Unhappy Mainstream 
Patriots Rejecting Evil-mongering Incompetent Democrats (DUMPREID PAQ.'' Slee MUR 6213. The 
Commission determmed that the commitlee may have violated 2 U.S.C. § 432(cX4) and 11 C.F.R. § 102.14(a) by 
uicludmg Senator Reid's name as part of die oommittee's offieial name ui its inttial Fan 1 Sling, but the 
committee's use of Reid's name in its w îte, www.dumpreid.com. waa pennissible because tha wMte was a 
special project whose tide was clearly ond unambiguously in oppositmn to Senator Reid. See MUR 6213 
(DUMPREID PAC) Facnial and Legal Analysis at 3 - 5. 
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1 communications, as defined by 11 C.F.R. § 100.26, made by a political committee must include 

2 a dischdmer. 2 US.C § 441d(a) and 11 C.F.R. § 110.1 l(aXl). Iftiie conmiunication is not 

{BtpvL 3 autiiorized by a candidate, an authorized political committ̂ igf a candidate, or its agents, it must 

4 clearly state the name and permanent sbeet address, telephone number, or World Wide Web 

5 address of the person who paid fbr the communication, and that the communication is not 

0 6 authorized by any candidate or candidate's conunittee. 2 U.S.C. § 441d(aX3) and 11 C.F.R. 
CO 

^ 7 § 110.1 l(bX3). A radio comiunnication that is not authorized by a candidate or the candidate's 
Q 

Nl 8 authorized comnuttee must also include au audio statement that " is responsible for 
^ 9 the content of this advertising" with the name of the political committee or other person paying 
O 

10 for die communication ui die blank. See 2 U.S.C. § 441d(dX2) and 11 CF.R. § 110.1 l(c)(4)(i). 

11 According to HRV's response, the disclaimer rules do not apply to the radio 

-12 advertisement because it is not an electioneering communication given that it aired more than 60 

13 days before the 2010 general election. HRV Response at 4, n. 16; see also 11 CF.R. 

14 §§ 100.29,110.11(a)(4). HRV's response also states that even if the disclaimer rules do apply, 

15 they were not violated because the radio advertisement contained the statement "Harry Reid 

16 Votes is responsible for the content of this advertising" and mcluded HRV's website address. Id. 

17 A transcript of the radio advertisement is as follows: 

18 SPOT ONE: WAGING WAR 
19 
20 Rigiht now, a war is being waged in Nevada. Liberals are fimnelmg 
21 millions into our state to reelect their puppet Harry Reid. What Does 
22 Nevada say? NO MORE. 
23 NO MORE to Senator Reid's uncontrolled spending. ^ 
24 NO MORE to his secret backroom meetings that will bankrupt future 
25 generations. 
26 NO MORE to his taxes on hardwoildug families and businesses. 
27 Protect Nevada today by visiting HarryReidVotes.com to leam 1001 
28 reasons to fire Harry Reid. 
29 Harry Reid Votes is responsible for the content of this advertisement. 
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1 5gehttD://www.advocacvinlLcom/Dosts/independent-t)ofitical-conmiittee-launches-statê ^ 

2 radio-buv-harrvreidvotescom-to-run-lst-m-s.com (last accessed March 16,2011). 

3 The disclaimer fin* this radio advertisement, which is a pu^^communication, does not 

4 fidly comply with the Act and the Conunission's regulations. Because HRV was a registered 

5 non-connected political committee when it ran tMs advertisement (which was before it notified 

6 the Commission that it considered its registration an error), the disclaimer should have included 

7 its permanent street address, that it paid Ibr the communication, and that the communication was 

8 not authorized by any candidate or candidate's committee. See 2 U.S.C. § 441d(aX3) and 

9 11 C.F.R. § 110.1 l(bX3). It apparentiy complied with the audio statement required for radio 

10 communications, and included its name and website address. See 2 U.S.C. § 441d(d)(2) and 

11 11 C.F.R. § 110.1 l(c)(4)(i). Therefore, we reconunend that the Commission find reason to 

12 -believe Harry Reid Votes and Allison Van Over, in her official capacity as treasurer violated 

13 2 U.S.C. § 441d(a) and authorize pre-probable cause to believe conciliation with them. 

14 m. DISCUSSION OF CONCILIATION PROVISIONS AND CIVIL PENALTY 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 
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11 IV. RECOMMENDATIONS 

n. 1. - Find no reason to believe Friends of Sharron Angle and Alan B. Mills, in his 
official capacity as treasurer, and Sharron E. Angle violated 2 U.S.C § 441a(f). 

2. Fmd no reason to believe Harry Reid Votes and Allison Van Over, in her official 
capacity as treasuier, and Daniel J. Tarkanian violated 2 U.S.C. 
§441a(a). 

3. Find reason to believe Harry Reid Votes and Allison Van Over, in her official 
capacity as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C § 432(e)(4). 

4. Find reason to believe Harry Reid Votes and Allison Van Over, in her official 
capacity as treasurer, violated 2 U.S.C. § 441d(a). 

5. Enter mto pre-probable cause to believe conciliation with Harry Reid Votes and 
Allison Van Over, in her official capacity as treasurer. 

6. Approve the Attached Factual and Legal Analyses. 

7. Approve the attached conciliation agreement. 

8. Approve the appropriate letters. 
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9. Close die file as to Friends of Sharron Angje and Alan B. Mills, m his official 
Cttpusity as treasurer, Shanon E. Angle, and Daniel J. TarkaniaiL 

Christopher Hughey 
General Counsel 

BY: 
Date Stephen A. 

Deputy Associate 
Enforcement 

Counsel for 

L. Lebeaux 
Acting Deputy Associate General Counsel 
for Enforcement 

Christine C. Gallag(her ^ 
Attomey 

Attachments: .• 
1. Articles of Incorporation for Harry Reid Votes 
2. Political Organization Notice for Section 527 Status for Harrv Reid Votes 
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Notice of Section 527 Status 0MBNQLl545-ieB3 
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m n omierai mnrmation 
1 MmaTMiMtariln 
HARRY RED VOTES 27 -328SQM 

3 _ _ 

i iadaiiniddw(a^.bw wifct i^ itwrt,Mid ro< 
3008 CAMPBELL CUbCLE 

nertMtmuAe/i 

cay ar loMi riiti^ nd ZIP code 
LASVEOASiNVSai07 

3 CawaupWMhhbw: ZloaUMdM — AnnMBoan .FUMdooaee 

fa NMM«riniadlinori«eMak 
DANNTTARKANIAN 

A QMoOMi'aiddNH 

3008 CAMPBELL ORCLE 
LAS VBOAS,NV 89107 

7k KMWvrcMrtMtymM 
DANNY TARKANIAN 

Tb Cotact pcHWi'i MMIUI 
SQQBCAMPBBLLaaCLB 
LAS VEQAŜ NV 89107 

a HMfcHM a J d w r QigiBiltai (Ifafhftfiram MBhn •ddw daw abaw). Mnnb«r,ali«l,n<i«M>or«rilaMnMhv 
30O8CAMPBBU.aRCLB 

CI4r or lomh tMih aad ZIP Mdt 
LASVEOAS|NVS9I07 

••lICGHOHMiNMlUir 9b BUetandMiray UkmlBtalluH o u ACT 

NONE 

Iwlnu Nonncauon of Claim of Exemption Pkom Filbia Certain Forms (see Instruction̂  
laa bdriiaiiaBlBtiaacbdBaligaKnvdaBarmaiahvFiDrn8S92,PdiacriOî ^ 

fYM_NftZ. 

10b IfVaii'BMihaitaiawhanawMî abatloBfflcarcparto: 

11 ueilkeii/mkeBmdUmhigtaBmiif^ 

MBjUTPurpoaB 
12 DaRlbadkcpaiponorflia«i|iBbatiaB 

J'lUVlUB pmUU IMHHIWBBO Oa IHMni pOllUCU IHGlt 
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